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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Objections 

Claim 6 is objected to because of the following informalities: 

Regarding claim 6, lines 3 and 4 of the claim, "the transparent units" should be 

changed to "the transport unit" because only transport units are claimed in independent 

claim 1. Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-4 and 7-8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Schneider (US 6,435,698 B1) in view of Heyer (US 2,659,038). 

Regarding claims 1-4 and 7-8, Schneider (US 6,435,698 B1) discloses a track- 
movable lighting system comprising: a track (see figure 1) fixedly installed on a ceiling 
of a structure; a plurality of transport units (see abstract of Schneider) installed on the 
track, lighting devices (80) respectively installed on the transport units so that the 
lighting devices can move together with the movement of the transport units, control 
devices (column 4, lines 32-42), a plurality of wheels (71) and a motor (63), a trolley 
(70) and current collectors (72) but is silent about a plurality of trolley bars arranged in 
series. 
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Heyer discloses a automatic illumination system comprising a plurality of lamp 
units (15, 16), a track and a plurality of trolley bars (57) arranged in series (see figure 2) 
to provide power. It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to include a plurality of trolley bars in the lighting 
system of Schneider as taught by Heyer in order to provide power to the lighting devices 
so that movement of the lighting devices can be achieved. 

Claim 6 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Schneider (US 6,435,698 B1) and Heyer (US 2,659,038) as applied to clam 1 above 
and further in view of Fruhm et al. (US 6,769,790 B2). 

Schneider and Heyer disclose the track-movable lighting system as set forth in 
claim 1 but are silent the control devices include a personal computer. Fruhm et al. 
disclose a lighting system with movable lights that are movable along tracks (10 and 12) 
and controlled by computers (see column 2, lines 34-45). It would have been obvious to 
one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to use personal 
computers as control devices in the lighting system of Schneider as taught by Fruhm et 
al. in order to best control the functions of the lighting system. 

Claims 9-1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Schneider (US 6,435,698 B1) and Heyer (US 2,659,038) as applied to clam 1 above 
and further in view of Sommer (US 6,234,317 B1). 

Schneider and Heyer disclose the track-movable lighting system as set forth in 
claim 1 but are silent about equipment for maintaining and cleaning the lighting device 
(claims 9 and 10) and dust protective covers (claim 11). Sommer discloses a lighting 
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device (23) comprising a brush for cleaning dust from the illumination device and a 
cover of air-permeable foil to protect from dust (23; column 4, lines 25-34). It would 
have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to include a cleaner and protective covers in the lighting system of Schneider as 
taught by Sommer in order to prevent dust and dirt buildup on the system. 

Response to Arguments 
Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-4 and 6-1 1 have been considered 
but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to JESSICA L. MCMILLAN whose telephone number is 
(571 ) 272-551 0. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00 a.m. - 5:00 p.m. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Sandra O'Shea can be reached on 571-272-2378. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Sandra L. O'Shea/ 
Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art 
Unit 2875 

JLM 

April 21, 2009 



